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APPROVED MINUTES FROM FMG CALL

23 November 2009
Participants: Chair Mike Doran, Mary Kay Blantz, Tom Butterly, Michael Conroy, Rajan Dhanjee, Anders Grangard, Chris Hassler, Scott Hinkelman, Garret Minakawa, Natascha Pottier, Jim Wilson
Invited: Bernard Longhi
Apologies: Mark Crawford, Michael Dill, Bill Luddy,
Recorded by: Yvette Issar

	ITEM
	DISCUSSION
	ACTION AGREED/

Person(s) Responsible
	Action Item Number

	1. Approval of the Agenda
	The agenda was approved.
	Approved
	

	2. Approval of the draft Minutes the FMG calls of 19 Oct and 2 Nov 2009
	No comments had been received on these sets of minutes.   Mike D. noted some editorial changes were necessary.
	Mike D. and Rajan will finalize minutes.

Rajan will circulate minutes once finalized
	994
995

	3. UN/CEFACT Plenary Follow-up
	• Status of the annex to recommendation 6
At the Plenary, Gordon Cragge submitted 93 files to the Secretariat for review. The Secretariat is going through these. However, questions remain about how to locate the project, as it is not present on Confluence or the original project matrix (google spreadsheet). The project is to be submitted for intersessional approval, rather than noting, as it is a new Annex. As such it must be accessible on Confluence for delegations to consult. It is important to clear up all outstanding matters related to this recommendation in order to move forward with work.
• Approval of recommendation 35
This recommendation was submitted to the Plenary for approval. However the delegation of the Russian Federation wanted all recommendations for approval to be taken off the agenda as the Russian translations had not been received within the six-week deadline. This delegation requested an extension to May 1 for submitting comments.

Mike D. reported that the Japanese delegation felt strongly about the fact that one delegation could delay the approval of a widely needed recommendation.        
The Secretariat is preparing a cover note to send out together with the Recommendation and a request for intersessional approval. 
For the future, it will be necessary to establish a deadline for critical documents for approval to ensure that the language versions are available by the six-week deadline.
• Revision of R.650.Rev.4
Anders mentioned that work on the revision is ongoing, and indicated that as this is a Bureau matter, it will be taken up there.  He is preparing a note suggesting the division of responsibilities for work on R.650 and its Annexes. 
• Other – Plenary report
The secretariat reported that this would be finalized very soon. Mike D. thanked the Secretariat for the work done in producing daily minutes during the Plenary, noting that this approach has saved a lot of time in compiling the final report. 

	TBG Action Item: Natascha and Chris will consult with Secretariat and Gordon to confirm (i) what information has been received by the Secretariat (ii) what requirements are outstanding, so the Annex can be submitted for intersessional approval
The Secretariat will follow up regarding placing the project on Confluence 

Tom will send a copy of the cover note to Stuart and copy Mike D.

The Secretariat will provide an indication to Mike D. of what happened from the time Rec. 35 was submitted to the time it was released in Russian.

	996
997
998
999


	4. UN/CEFACT Projects
	• Final drafting of Recommendation 34
Work is ongoing. Some mistakes were discovered, including the fact that some comments submitted by Mary Kay that had been accepted were not reflected in the final version of Rec. 34. The group will get together on Dec. 2 to resolve issues, and there will be more information by the time of the next FMG call.
• CCL D09B audit status
Work is ongoing, and Mike C.  hopes to have something out by Dec. 15, and ideally, for work to be completed by the end of the year.

• TBG 6 Security Item

Bernard L. presented an idea concerning verification of electronic signatures, with HOD recommending a list of certification authorities from their respective countries. He was looking for endorsement of the principle by the FMG, in order to continue to flesh out the proposal. This idea could be conceived as either a new project or as an initiative within the existing project. With more information in the form of a more detailed concept note, it will be easier to decide between the two avenues. Natascha expressed doubts about having certification authorities recommended by HOD and who would be responsible for maintenance.  Mike C. clarified that the project would not be under ODP, there would be  a link on the UN/CEFACT website to the country list, one in English and one in the national language.  The status of the existing project under ODP was queried.  Mike D. requested a note on how the project would be set up.    The Secretariat suggested that this note include an assessment of possible risks, the work of UNCITRAL in this area, maintenance questions, responsibilities and how the work with HoDs would be approached.  
• Draft PR – Combined CCTS and DTC comment logs

There were comments made during the implementation verification period. However the comment logs are not publicly available. Without these it is not advisable to issue a press release. This may also affect their ODP status. Mark Crawford should be consulted, as even if the comment logs have been posted on the TMG website, they should be pointed to, as Chris and perhaps others have not been able to locate them.

	Bernard L. will come back to the FMG and Bureau with a more detailed concept note. 
Tom to consult Mark C
	1000
1001

	5. Forum Meetings
	• Spring 2010 – Options 
Malaysia has withdrawn their offer to host the Spring 2010 Forum. There are now two options for the Spring 2010 Forum:
· UNESCAP, Bangkok – week of April 19

·  Colombia (Bogota) 

An offer had also been received from SELA based in Venezuela.   Mike D. recommended the UNESCAP option, suggesting the Colombia and/or Venezuela possibilities might be kept for 2011.

It is not clear whether the number of rooms available at UNESCAP will be sufficient to meet Forum needs. It is also unclear whether and at what cost additional rooms outside of UNESCAP premises can be obtained.   Mike D. noted there were also issues relating to sponsorship.  These and other questions need to be discussed on a conference call with a UNESCAP focal point person.
PG Chairs should inform their membership that Malaysia has been cancelled, and there are discussions underway about Bangkok. These details will be confirmed as soon as possible.

A message should be sent to HoDs as well, as Malaysia was mentioned as the location for the next Forum at the Plenary


	Tom will schedule a call for Mike D and himself to discuss these matters with UNESCAP on Wed 25 Nov at 0900h
PG Chairs to inform their membership about cancellation, indicating discussions on Bangkok underway
Secretariat to send a message to HoD
	1002
1003

1004

	6. FMG Website 
	Gianluca Costa is no longer with the UN/CEFACT secretariat, and as of 1 Dec, he will be replaced by Ms. Yan Zhang. It would be good to set up a team to look at communications/website issues arising from the Plenary. P. Potgeiser has a paper that outlines many areas of the website that need improvement. There were also issues relating to bundling of BPS and RSM on a parallel site.  Natascha, Mike D. and Peter could go through some of these issues, and involve the secretariat. A face to face meeting in Geneva was suggested. Realistically, it will only be feasible to take up these issues in January.
Jim mentioned a 2 page paper he had written and sent to Stuart. He will send this to Mike D. with a copy to Tom.

Mike C. mentioned the issue of bundles on the website, and will take this up with the Secretariat.
	Jim to forward this paper to Mike D. and copy Tom
Mike C to raise the bundles issues with the secretariat

	1005

1006


	7. Forum Procedures
	• Audit analysis 

Garett presented a report in Sapporo that went through O6A to O9A. It presents observations, themes, patterns and attempts to define a set of recommendations.

	FMG members to re-read the report and prepare any comments to discuss on the FMG call on 4 January 2010.
	1007


	8. eBGT
	• eBGT Gap Analysis Project Updates
eBGT projects were presented at the Plenary.
The CCLO project had one additional meeting since the Plenary. This project and Tim McGrath’s plan to submit a “joint” survey, with an explanatory cover note, to stakeholders. The CCLO project will begin on an outline of the report next week. As survey results are not anticipated to be in till January, this will delay the report. However the report should be done by the end of January, in time for the extended Bureau meeting.

There was an idea to set up an eBGT listserver. Jim will submit an initial list to the Secretariat for the creation of this listserver.
	Jim to contact Chris, Tim, Jostein, Stuart and Sylvie to check which individuals should be on the initial list.
	1008

	9. Group Reports
	• TBG
Some WGs are not fulfilling their obligations to put information on Confluence. A call with WG chairs may be needed to discuss this, if they do not respond.

Natascha mentioned that she will need some additional assistance to manage work. 
	Natascha to communicate to WG chairs that they are obliged to respond as this issue concerns a request from EXCOM and from UN/CEFACT management.
Natascha to send an email on this to the FMG

	1009
1010


	10. AOB
	• Next Call
The next call will be held on Monday 7th December at 5pm CET (At this point the FMG will decide whether a call on 21 Dec will be necessary).
	The Secretariat will book the call.
	1011


